CHAPTER 3

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
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B. Capital Cost
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Table 3.3 The Cost Effectiveness R atio Measurement

Cost-effectiveness for three approach Total

cost Cc1 c2 c3
Effective El E2 e3
Cost-effectiveness ratio* <V E1 c'le2 C3/E.

t e case of schistosomiasis reduction
the cost per case reduction for each approach

3.4 Regresslon Analysis
The costs nftdn‘ferent 8proaches would  have

diffe rent outputs here wer pgroach In  those
areas, revaenﬁ of sc |Fs]tosom| s1S.  woul e
(c]o sent T revalence ? Istosom |a5|s wouléi e
ree dgg % aerz]a%h aero%a%es 8om nnIS OS rselsa WOaches
Wwe can ) epp re uctlo pe% qh se RB%
schist |as|s 1t we the ~ number ye rg
ac En Ve cases decrease s an mde g d nt varla

a
om the mode th resston eco H
el diadlid St iR
nt 3) df ﬁ? the mos c0 t ective
Ftb ogess of regression calculat n process

hist

]
ipe
i

Dl W

et ear cumulate cost 0T each proac
9&5 !r ayrtaat)f fi re%gressmn modPetcfame%e
C0 ce}s

arr]) r0ac

showed In



23

of
tosomiasis, Decreasing ang the Cost
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3.5 The Factors of Individual Getting Infection
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where
D = the person with schistosomiasis
the explanation variables which can be described

as fellow
MOL =10 without ﬁ]ollus.c cide,
with molluscicide;
BWM =0 without environmental change,
With environmenta chqnge;
EX = IF tne erson 1s female.
the person 15 male,
Aged = - eg eaa?ogroup,
Agel0 = %f Har aepgroup,
_ h e group.
Age20 = X ar-age _group,
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